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-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
• Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 08 November 2001 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) D Claim(s) 1-28 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 1-19.22.23.25.26 and 28 is/are rejected. 

7) ^ Claim(s) 20,21,24 and 27 is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)^3 The drawing(s) filed on 08 November 2001 is/are: a)S accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
11 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)Q disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) ^ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)|g| All b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 

Attachment(s) 

1 ) ^ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). 



2) O Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) [3 Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) ^ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 4 . 6) □ Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The lengthy specification has not been checked to the extent necessary to determine the 
presence of all possible minor errors. Applicants cooperation is requested in correcting any 
errors of which applicant may become aware in the specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 and 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Leblans et al (US 6,528,812) in view of Jeromin et al (US 5,661,309). 

Regarding claim 1, Leblans discloses (Figs. 1-3) a cassette (22) for storing a stimulable 
phosphor sheet (23) used for recording a radiation image therein, the cassette comprising: an 
emitter for emitting erasing light (20); and the system further comprising a power supply for 
causing the emitter to emit erasing light and a control circuit for controlling a time of emission 
from the emitter (inherent). 

Regarding the relative location of the power supply and the control circuit, the examiner 
notes that while Leblans does not specifically disclose the location of such components, those 
skilled in the art appreciate that it is known in the art to produce radiation images using "self - 
contained" x-ray imaging cassette (see for example Jeromin (abstract, Fig. 1)) wherein the 
cassette is arranged to include an internal power supply and a central process controller unit for 
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powering and controlling operation of the system (col. 3, lines 48-63; col. 4, lines 2-3). Jeromin 
teaches that such an arrangement allows the cassette to be used independently of external power 
sources and to be easily transportable (col. 4, lines 3-6). Therefore, absent some degree of 
criticality, the specific location of the control circuit and the power supply as being located 
within the cassette would have been a matter of routine design choice within the skill of a person 
of ordinary skill in the art so as to allow for a self-contained unit that is easily transportable. 

Regarding claim 9, Jeromin discloses that the power supply may comprise a battery (col. 
4, lines 2-4). 

Regarding claim 10, absent some degree of criticality, the particular type of battery is 
viewed as a matter of routine design choice within the skill of a person of ordinary skill in the art 
depending on the needs of the particular application. 

Regarding claim 1 1, the use of a recharging means for recharging batteries is well known 
and considered an obvious design choice depending on the need of the particular application. 

Regarding claim 12. Leblans discloses that the emitter comprises an organic 
electroluminescence material (col. 3, lines 62-67). 

4. Claims 2-5, 22, 25 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Leblans and Jeromin as applied above, and further in view of Kulpinski (US 5,627,381). 

Regarding claim 2, an inherent aspect of the system suggested by Leblans and Jeromin is 
that the control circuit controls the time of the emission. Regarding the source of information for 
controlling of the time of information, Kulpinski discloses (Fig. 5) a system for optimizing the 
erase time of a storage phosphor sheet on the basis of a variety of information i.e., a patient 
exposure index, for example), wherein the information is input from a source external to the 
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erase control circuit (314) such as from a bar code reader (302), an x-ray measurement device 
(304) or an x-ray exposure detector (col. 3, line 64 to col. 4, line 27). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to modify the device suggested by Leblans 
and Jeromin such that the control circuit controls the time of the emission based on information 
input from outside thereof so as to allow for a cassette wherein the erase time is optimized. 

Regarding claims 3-5, absent some degree of criticality, the particular location from 
which the control information is derived is viewed as a matter of routine design choice that does 
not affect the structure of the apparatus. 

Note: Apparatus claims must be structurally distinguishable from the prior art. Claims 
directed to apparatus must be distinguished from the prior art in terms of structure rather than 
function. In re Danly, 263 F.2d 844, 847, 120 USPQ 528, 531 (CCPA 1959). Apparatus claims 
cover what a device is, not what a device does. Hewlett-Packard Co. v. Bausch & Lomb Inc., 
909 F.2d 1464, 1469, 15 USPQ2d 1525, 1528 (Fed. Cir. 1990). See MPEP 21 14. 

Regarding claim 22, absent some degree of criticality, those skilled in the art appreciate 
that it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to modify (if not inherent) 
an image photographing apparatus using the cassette suggested according to claim 3 above to 
include a means for inputting information relating to the dosage so as to allow for optimization 
of the erase time. 

Regarding claim 25, absent some degree of criticality, those skilled in the art appreciate 
that it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to modify (if not inherent) 
an information registration apparatus using the cassette suggested according to claim 4 above to 
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include a means for inputting information relating to the dosage so as to allow for optimization 
of the erase time. 

Regarding claim 28, absent some degree of criticality, those skilled in the art appreciate 
that it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to modify (if not inherent) 
an information reading apparatus using the cassette suggested according to claim 5 above to 
include a means for inputting information relating to the dosage so as to allow for optimization 
of the erase time. 

5. Claims 6-8, 16, 18-19, 23 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Leblans, Jeromin and Kulpinski as applied above, and further in view of Ivan 
etal (US 5,877,501). 

Regarding claim 6-8, Leblans suggest that the system includes a means for (29) for 
communicating information. Ivan discloses that such means may, in functionally equivalent 
alternative embodiments, include a terminal, a radio reception means or and infrared reception 
means, the choice of which would have been a matter of routine skill in the art depending on the 
needs of the particular application. 

Regarding claim 16, Ivan discloses that it is routine in the art to include a display (40) for 
indicating the status of the radiation imaging device. Absent some degree of criticality, the 
particular indication provided is viewed as a matter of routine design choice. 

Regarding claims 18-19, Ivan discloses that it is routine in the art to include a display 
(40) for indicating the status of the radiation imaging device. Status indications such as "ready" 
and/or "standby" are well known and considered routine. As such, absent some degree of 
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criticality, the particular indication provided (such as a "ready" or "standby" status) is viewed as 
a matter of routine design choice. 

Regarding claim 23 , absent some degree of criticality, those skilled in the art appreciate 
that it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to modify (if not inherent) 
an image photographing apparatus using the cassette suggested according to claim 18 above to 
include a detection means for detecting the status thereof so as to allow optimal use of the 
specific features of the cassette. 

Regarding claim 26, absent some degree of criticality, those skilled in the art appreciate 
that it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to modify (if not inherent) 
an information registration apparatus using the cassette suggested according to claim 18 above to 
include a detection means for detecting the status thereof so as to allow optimal use of the 
specific features of the cassette. 

6. Claims 13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Leblans and 
Jeromin as applied above, and further in view of Mueller et al (US 6,373,074). 

Regarding claims 13-15, although Leblans and Jeromin do not specifically disclose the 
side on which the stimulable phosphor is formed and/or the relative side of the sheet on which 
the erasing lamp is located, those skill in the art appreciate that it is well known to locate the 
erasing lamp on either side (or both) of the sheet depending on the particular needs of the 
application (see for example Mueller at Figs. 1 and 6). The use of a transparent substrate would 
have been an obvious (if not inherent) design choice when the erasing lamp is located on the 
substrate side of the sheet. 
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7. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Leblans and 
Jeromin as applied above, and further in view of Ohgoda et al (US 6,373,074). 

Regarding claim 17, the use of an elapsed time indication and re-erasing means is well 
known (see for example Ohgoda - abstract). Therefore, absent some degree of criticality, the 
inclusion of an elapsed time indicator and re-erasing means would have been a matter of routine 
design choice within the skill of a person of ordinary skill in the art depending on the needs of 
the particular application and the desire for improved imaging. 
Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Claims 20-21, 24 and 27 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

9. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 
Regarding dependent claim 20, the prior art {Leblans, for example) does not disclose or 

fairly suggest a cassette including an erasing means wherein, as specifically claimed, and 
wherein the cassette further includes an emission stopping means for stopping the emitter if the 
emitter is still emitting when information indicating that the cassette is in the photography 
standby state is input thereto. 

The remaining claims would be allowable on the basis of their dependency. 
Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 
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11. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Albert J. Gagliardi whose telephone number is (703) 305-0417. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday from 9 AM to 5 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David P. Porta can be reached on (703) 308-4852. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 872-9318 for regular 
communications and (703) 872-9319 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0956. 
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Albert J. Gagliardi 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2878 
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